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STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. JEFFREY SMITH

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 180 Conn. App. 371 (AC
40398), is granted, limited to the following issue:

‘‘Does this court’s holding in State v. Polanco, 308
Conn. 242, 61 A.3d 1084 (2013), readopting vacatur as a
remedy for a cumulative conviction that violates double
jeopardy protections, apply retroactively?’’

Adele V. Patterson, senior assistant public defender,
in support of the petition.

Melissa Patterson, assistant state’s attorney, in oppo-
sition.

Decided September 20, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. LARRY
LAMAR STEPHENSON

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 181 Conn. App. 614 (AC
38674), is denied.

ROBINSON, C. J., and McDONALD, J., did not partici-
pate in the consideration of or the decision on this
petition.

James P. Sexton, assigned counsel, and Megan L.
Wade, assigned counsel, in support of the petition.

Nancy L. Walker, assistant state’s attorney, in oppo-
sition.

Decided September 20, 2018
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MARY RANDAZZO v. JOHN ALAN SAKON

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 181 Conn. App. 80 (AC 39197),
is denied.

John Alan Sakon, self-represented, in support of
the petition.

Thomas P. Moriarty, in opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. TYQUAN TURNER

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 181 Conn. App. 535 (AC
40248), is granted, limited to the following issues:

‘‘1. Did the Appellate Court properly determine that
the petitioner was not entitled to review, under State
v. Golding, 213 Conn. 233, 567 A.2d 823 (1989), of his
unpreserved claim that the trial court improperly admit-
ted cell tower coverage maps?

‘‘2. Did the Appellate Court properly determine that
the petitioner was not entitled to plain error review of
his unpreserved claim that the trial court improperly
admitted cell tower coverage maps?’’

Ann M. Parrent, assistant public defender, in support
of the petition.

Mitchell S. Brody, senior assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. DONALD RAYNOR

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 181 Conn. App. 760 (AC
41018), is granted, limited to the following issues:

‘‘1. Did the Appellate Court correctly conclude that
the trial court had properly denied the defendant’s
motion for a Porter hearing to determine the reliability
of firearm and toolmark identification?

‘‘2. Did the Appellate Court correctly conclude that
the trial court had properly denied the defendant’s
motion in limine to limit the scope of the testimony of
the state’s expert on firearm and toolmark analysis?

‘‘3. Did the Appellate Court correctly conclude that
the trial court had properly admitted the uncharged
misconduct evidence?’’

Andrew P. O’Shea in support of the petition.

James A. Killen, senior assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018

CALVIN BENNETT v. COMMISSIONER
OF CORRECTION

The petitioner Calvin Bennett’s petition for certifica-
tion to appeal from the Appellate Court, 182 Conn. App.
541 (AC 37131), is denied.

Michael W. Brown, assigned counsel, in support of
the petition.

Michele C. Lukban, senior assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. DARREN
MATTHEW CROSBY

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 182 Conn. App. 373 (AC
37523), is denied.

James B. Streeto, senior assistant public defender,
and Alec Gulash, in support of the petition.

James Ralls, assistant state’s attorney, in opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018

HUGH F. HALL v. DEBORAH HALL

The plaintiff’s petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court, 182 Conn. App. 736 (AC 38834), is
granted, limited to the following issue:

‘‘1. Did the Appellate Court properly conclude that
the trial court did not abuse its discretion in finding
the plaintiff in contempt of court based on the wilful
violation of a court order?

‘‘2. If the answer to the first question is ‘yes,’ did the
Appellate Court properly conclude that the trial court
did not abuse its discretion in denying the parties’ joint
motion to open and vacate the judgment of contempt?’’

Barbara M. Schellenberg, in support of the petition.

Decided September 20, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. PAUL WYNNE

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 182 Conn. App. 706 (AC
39169), is denied.
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James B. Streeto, senior assistant public defender,
in support of the petition.

Rocco A. Chiarenza, assistant state’s attorney, in
opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. HAJI
JHMALAH BISCHOFF

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 182 Conn. App. 563 (AC
39336), is denied.

James B. Streeto, senior assistant public defender,
and Emily H. Wagner, assistant public defender, in
support of the petition.

Rocco A. Chiarenza, assistant state’s attorney, in
opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018

CHRISTOPHER HOUK NICHOLS ET AL.
v. TOWN OF OXFORD

The plaintiffs’ petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court, 182 Conn. App. 674 (AC 39366),
is denied.

Robert J. Nichols, in support of the petition.

Michael S. Hillis and Kevin Condon, in opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018
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PATRICIA R. KAPLAN v. DAVID SCHEER ET AL.

The plaintiff’s petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court, 182 Conn. App. 488 (AC 39515),
is denied.

Matthew G. Berger, in support of the petition.

Richard T. Meehan, Jr., in opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018

KAREN ZILKHA v. DAVID ZILKHA

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 182 Conn. App. 459 (AC
39832), is denied.

Edward N. Lerner, in support of the petition.

Decided September 20, 2018

RANDY MURALLO v. UNITED BUILDERS
SUPPLY COMPANY, INC.

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 182 Conn. App. 594 (AC
40442), is denied.

Garon Camassar, in support of the petition.

Eugene C. Cushman, in opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. EVAN J. HOLMES

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 182 Conn. App. 124 (AC
40677), is denied.
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Evan J. Holmes, self-represented, in support of the
petition.

Paul J. Narducci, senior assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. GERALD A.

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 183 Conn. App. 82 (AC 39126),
is denied.

Alice Osedach, assistant public defender, in support
of the petition.

James Ralls, assistant state’s attorney, in opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. WALKER
WILNER DUBUISSON

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 183 Conn. App. 62 (AC 39685),
is denied.

Peter Tsimbidaros, assigned counsel, in support of
the petition.

Linda F. Currie-Zeffiro, assistant state’s attorney,
in opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. JACQUI SMITH

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 183 Conn. App. 54 (AC 39744),
is denied.
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Mary Boehlert, assigned counsel, in support of the
petition.

Rita M. Shair, senior assistant state’s attorney, in
opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018

ROGER SAUNDERS, TRUSTEE OF ROGER
SAUNDERS MONEY PURCHASE PLAN

v. KDFBS, LLC, ET AL.

The petition by the defendants Daniel Davis and
Karen Davis for certification to appeal from the Appel-
late Court (AC 40918) is granted, limited to the follow-
ing issue:

‘‘Did the Appellate Court properly dismiss the defen-
dants’ appeal from the determination of priority of mort-
gages for lack of a final judgment in accordance with
State v. Curcio, 191 Conn. 27, 31, 463 A.2d 566 (1983)?’’

Neil R. Marcus, Barbara M. Schellenber, and Alexan-
der Copp, in support of the petition.

Michael J. Jones and Jessica M. Signor in opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. RESERVATION
SERVICES INTERNATIONAL, INC.,

ET AL.

The defendants’ petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court (AC 41585) is denied.

D’AURIA, J., did not participate in the consideration
of or decision on this petition.
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Proloy K. Das and Eric B. Miller, in support of the
petition.

Robert L. Marconi and Jonathan J. Blake, assistant
attorneys general, in opposition.

Decided September 20, 2018


